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ERH AP it may not be amiſs 

to acquaint the reader, before 

he enters upon the following pages, 
with the reaſons which induced the 
writer to give a Specimen of the 
Candour and Veractty of the author 
of the Conſeſſicnal, merely as exhi- 
bited in his treating upon the con- 
teſted clauſe of the 20th Article of 
our Church. This particular was 
not ſelected as being the only or met 
faulty part of that celebrated hook; 
but it was owing chiefly to an ac- 
| „5 A cident, 
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cident, which brought Szrype's life 
of Archbiſhop Parker, into the wri- 
ter's hands, where he found the 
clauſe in queſtion defended with 
much force of reaſon and evidence 
of fact. This led to an examing- 
tion of other books on the ſubject, 
and the reſult of the enquiry was 
the following letter to a particular 
friend. It was not then intended 
for publick view, but merely for 
his entertainment, and to let him 

| ſee (and ſuch others as 1t might be 
communicated to) how worthy the 
author of the confeſſional 1s of the 
confidence of his readers, and the 
encomiums beſtowed upon him by 
his admirers; and that it is very 
poſſible, after all his plauſibility, that 
in othes inſtances he is only either 
reviying 


PREFACE 


reviving calumny that has been 
long refuted, abuſing the creduli- 
ty of his readers by mere ſophiſtry, 
or oratifying, at the expence of 
every thing candid, the enemies of 
that church of which he has proved 
himſelf a very unworthy and diſin- 
genuous member. Theſe friends 
think ing, that if this ſpecimen were 
made publick, it might be of ſome 
ſervice to the cauſe of truth, the 
writer was not u willing to com- 
mit it to the preſs. And having 
declared, that it is chiefly indebted 
to chance for its being, its late ap- 
pearance in the controverily, will 
not need to be further explained. 
However, tho” this filly tale of the 
forgery of the conteſted clauſe has 
of old been ſatisfactorily refuted, 
A 4 again 
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again and again, and particularly 
of late by a learned and pious di- 
vine of our Church,* yet the writer 
fancies he has placed the ſubject 
in a point of view, which will {till 
add to the force of their reaſoning, 
and more evidently diſplay the 
many diſingenuous arts practiſed 
by this reſtleſs and prejudiced writer, 
— Reader! tho' 1 love genuine 
candour, I uſe theſe terms, and 
others of the kind, without ſcru— 
ple, and after the moſt” ſerious 
deliberation; not doubting in the 
end to be found only to have given 
things their proper names. For 
though in ſome cales it may be fit 


to diſtinguiſh between men and 
their 


* Dr. Ridley, in his Three Letters to the auther of 
rhe Confeſſional, 


— 


RE 


their opinions, and only make the 
latter the ſubject of our ſcrutiny 
and reprehenſion, yet there mult be 
cales in which the man may deſerve 
examination as much as his opinions; 
and, if ever there was an inſtance of 
this kind in a writer ot controverty, 
the author of the Confeſſionalis cer- 
tainly one. I own my deſign trom 
the firſt was, in part, to attack him 
perſonally, and to Jay ſuch things to 
his charge as uęht to diſcre«1t him 
forever as a writer and reformer with 
all who have any love for Lumantty, 
truth, canaou”, lain-deuling and de— 
cency. Mhether I have not produc- 
e.. ſufficient proofs, facts and argu- 
ments tor this purpoſe, in the courſe 
of the following pages, is ſubmitted 
to the judgment ot the reader. But 


if 


—  c _—— — 


PREFACE 


if I ſhould even fail in making good 
what I lay to the charge of this au- 
thor, ſurely neither he, nor any of 
his warmeſt triends can reaſonably 
quarrel with a few ſtrokes of a ſtyle 
of writing in which he ſo conſpicuouſ- 
ly ſhines, and for the ſubſtance of 
which he has ranſacked, with un- 
common labour, not only thoſe 
books of the Diſſenters that have 
ficured moſt as enemies to the 
Church-of England, but has even 
thought it no ſhame to call in the 
aſſiſtance ot the Deiſt Collins. 


* 


[| 


IV DEAR FRIEND. 


little into that ſingular per- 
formance the Confeſſional. Be- 
fore I had gone over many leaves, 


n= been lately looking a 


I apprehended it to be the work of 


ſome reſtleſs Diſſenter ; as it con- 


tains ſcarce a page in which there 


is not ſome keen ſarcaſm on ſuch 
Church of England Divines, as 
have at any time wrote in defence 
of its doctrine or diſcipline, It 
contains alſo as frequent encomi- 

ums 


| 


| 
| 
| 


„ 
ums on all thoſe, whether Diſſenters 
or Churchmen, who have laboured 
to bring the church of England 
into contempt; and I was confirm- 
ed in my opinion of the merits of 
this performance, on finding it ſo 
highly careſſed by the Diſfenters, 
and their friends. 

For theſe reaſons, I muſt con- 
feſs, it gave me ſome ſurpriſe to 
hear the Author was a Divine of 
the church of England, but none 
to find he had been long ſuch a 
favourite with the Diſſenters, that, 
for the great ſervice they thought 

he did their cauſe in writing againſt 
the form of worſhip in his own 
church, in a letter to the Biſhop of 
Durham, they gladly aſſociated 


with him as a moſt worthy, learned, 
and 


Y 


111 


and excellent champion to ſhake the 
Pillars of Prieſt-craft and Orthodoxy, 
He appears by his performance to 
have read a great deal of contro- 
verſy between the Church of Eng- 
land and the Preſbyterians, and to 
have imbibed too much of the 
Puritanical Spirit. | 

He vilifies the church of Eng- 
land at every turn; and all, who 
defend it againſt him or its adver- 
ſaries, he treats with as much ran- 
cour as Prynne did Laud; though 
he is ſo much blinded by prejudice, 
as to fancy himſelf the effence of 
candour, as well as the oracle of 
truth, 

It avails nothing to write againſt 
him with learning and tempen He 


will ſneer at them both, rank thoſe 
| who 


44 


who oppoſe him with Papiſts, and 
picture them as hypocrites, by in- 
ſinuating that they ſupport errors 
to the utmoſt of their power, when 
they know them to be ſuch. He 
abounds with this low and dirty 
work; and as one mark of his 
proweſs (and to which theſe pages 
are chiefly directed) he can bring 
a moſt ſevere oharge againſt the 
church in general, by attempting 
to prove, that the Biſhops and 
others of its rulers, fraudulently 
foiſted into the 2oth Article a clauſe 

to ſupport her exorbitant power. 
This, if true, is a very heavy 
charge; but if falſe, and if he 
could not but know it to be ſo, as 
I think myſelf able to prove, what 
muſt we think of the candour and 
ſincerity 
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lacerity of the reforming and re- 
nowned author of the Confeſſional? 

That he had the moſt convincing 
reaſons to believe the charge to be 
falſe, I am verily perſuaded. For 
he has in the Confeſſional quoted ſe- 
veral books which contain undeni- 
able proofs of the authenticity of 
the conteſted clauſe, though he has 
not taken the leaſt notice of ſuch 
proots being either in thoſe books, 
or in any others; nay, on the con- 
trary, he has the unaccountable 
aſſurance to treat it as a fraud too 
palpable to be denied. But that 
you may judge of this matter for 
yourſelf, I will lay before you, firſt 


| his charge, and then ſubjoin thoſe 


proofs in defence of the clauſe, 
which I find in the books he has 
quoted 


. 3 
quoted in the Confeſſional, and to 
which, I am ſatisfied, no reaſonable 
reply or objection can be made. 
Hlaless Tract concerning Schiſm 
« was written in the year 1636, and 
this (his) apologetical Letter (to 
« Archbiſhop Laud) very ſoon after; 
« which I mention on account of a 
8 paſſage in it, that carries with it a 
very ſtrong preſumption, that the 
« firitclaule in out twentieth Article, 
* concerning Church Authority, was 
© not at iat ume held for authentic. 
The paſſage I mean is this. 
* count in point of deciſion of 
Church queſtions, if 1 ſay of the 
% Authority of the Church, that it 
* was nue; I know no adverlary 
I have, the church of Rome only 
*© Excepted, For this cannot be 
rue, 
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* true, except we make the church 
judge of controverſies ; the contra- 
* ry to which we generally main- 
© tain againſt that church.” 
Would Hales have ſaid this, 
* and ſaid it too to ſuch a man as 
* Laud, if he might have been con- 
* fronted with an authentic book of 
Articles? About three years be- 
fore, viz, in 1633, the authenti- 
city of this firſt clauſe of the 2oth 
* Article had been publicly debat- 
* ed in the Divinity-{chools at Ox- 
* ford, upon occaſion of Peter Hey- 
* lin's diſputing for his Doctor's 
* degree. Prideaux, as the Pro- 
© feflor, read the Latin Article out 
of the Corpus Confeſſionum, publiſh- 
© ed at Geneva, 1612, without the 
* clauſe, Heylin objected to this 
B authority 
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© authority, ſent a Friend (one 
* Weſtley) to a neighbouring book- 
* ſeller's, who furniſhed him with 


"5a Engliſh copy of the Articles, 


* with the diſputed clauſe, which 
© he read aloud, and then delivered 
to the by- ſtanders to ſatisfy them- 
* ſelves. T his, it ſeems, had the 
« delired effect : but, as the au- 
* thor of the Hiſtorical and Critical 
« Efſay on the thirty-nine Articles 
© obſerves, with very little reaſon : 
% For,” ſaith he, the Engliſb edi- 
% tion produced, which was, in 
all probability, the late edition 
e ſer forth with the King's Decla- 
% ration, leems very improper to 


determine the controverſy by, 


hen the queſtion related to the 


Lalin Articles. If any Latin 


copy 


HE 
* py of the Articles, printed by 


* authority, had been brought in- 


<* to the ichools, the auditory muſt 
have been /atisfied of the contra- 
* ry, if they had. judged of the au- 
* thority of the claule by a printed 
* copy of the Articles.” Introd. 
p. 28. 


Upon this fact, I ſhall take 


* the liberty to make a few remarks. 
1. There is no evidence of this 
* victory but Heylin's own. Exa- 
* men Hiſtoricum, 1ſt Appendix, 
p. 217, unleſs you will believe 
the compiler of Heylin's article in 
© the Brographia Britannica, who 
© hath added to the original hiſto- 
* rian's account, that “ by his ocu- 
* lar demonſtration, Prideaux, as 
© well as his partizans, was ſilenced.” 
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It appears, by the ſequel, relat- 
ed by Heylin himſelf, that Prideaux 
* and his partizans were not ſilenc- 
ed, but remained convinced after, 
© as well as before, this event, that 
© the clauſe was ſpurious. 2. As 
© Heylin read the clauſe in Latin, 
he was bound to verify it by an 
* authentic Latin copy. This he 
knew he could not do, and there- 
fore gave the cue to Weſtly, to 
* bring him ſuch a copy as would 
* ſerve the turn; and Weſiiy would 
* have been highly to blame to 
* bring him a copy without the 
* claule, if there was a copy of any 
* ſort to be had with the clauſe. 


* 2. Heylin himſelf tells us, that 
* the very next year, viz, 1634. 
Latin copies of the Articles were 


printed 


11 1 
printed at Oxford, without the 
* clauſe, as ſuppoſed by encourage- 
© ment of Prideaux (fo far was Pri- 
* deaux or his partizans from being 
* either ſatisfied or ſilenced by Heylin's 
* Engliſh copy). For this Heylin 
* tells us, Prideaux received a check 
from Laud, then Chancellor of 
the Univerſity ; “ So continues 
Heylin, the printers were con- 
* ſtrained to re- print the book, or 
that part of it at Icaſt, according 
to the genuine and ancient copies” 
bib. p. 218. Mr. Collin, calls 
this a forgery, and ſurely not with- 
© out reaſon, if, before that con- 
© ſratnt, there were no Latin copies 
* which had the clauſe. But all 


this management on the ſide of 


the clauſe would not do. T he Latin 
B 3 Articles 
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Articles were ſtill printed without 
© the clauſe. And I have now be- 
fore me a Latin edition of the 
Articles without the clauſe, prin- 
© ted at Oxford, by Leonard Litch- 


© field, printer to the Univerſity, 


in the year 1636. And this 
brings us down to the date of 
* Hales's Letter to Laud, the ex- 


* preſſion in which Letter is equa] 


© to a thouſand witneſſes, that the 
* firſt clauſe of the twentieth Arti- 
cle, as it now ſtands in our pre- 
* ſent editions, was not held, by 
the moſt learned and judicious 
* Divines of thoſe days, to be of 
the leaſt authority, whether it was 
* found in Latin or Engliſh copies.” 
Confeſs. p. 367. 3d Edit. 

You 


113 J 

You ſee in the above quotation, 
the author of the Confeſſional is 
very poſitive, that the clauſe in the 
beginning of our 20th Article is a 
forgery; and alſo that the extract 
from Hales's letter is with him e- 
qual to a thouſand witneſſes, that 
the conteſted clauſe, as it now 
ſtands in our preſent editions, was 
not held by the moſt learned and 
judicious Divines of thoſe days to 
be of the leaſt authority, whether 
found in Latin or Engliſh copies, 


This is roundly aſſerted, and if 
true, a heavy load of guilt will 
deſervedly fall on the authors and 
ſupporters of this forgery. As one 
way, however, to make it good, 
you'll obſerve the honeſt author of 
the Confeſſional has not brought 

B 4. any 
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( 14 ] 
any thing worth the leaſt notice, 
in behalf of the authenticity of this 
conteſted clauſe; yet, from his 
great reading in our church Hiſ- 
tory, and talent for controverſy, 
no one can ſuppoſe him 1gno- 
rant of what has been ſaid for it, 
(if there ever was any thing ſaid 
for it) by the friends of our religi- 
ous eſtabliſhment. And as a mem 
ber, nay a Miniſter of the Church, 
who could have imagined him in- 
clinable to ſuppre/s what he knew 
would take off, or mitigate this 
charge of forgery brought againſt 
the church he ſerves and lives in. 
Vet he has not only been guilty of 


this illaudable partiality, but in 
oppoſition to evidence, which could 


not but ſatisfy himſelt (as it 
hitherto 


* — — . 3 


E 1 

hitherto has done all other capable 
men) he has given the calumny a 
new dreſs, and endeavoured to im- 
poſe it upon his readers, as a fact 
equally true and important, 

Now my dear friend, ſhould it 
be found, that this conteſted clauſe 
was in the original record of the 
39 Articles, and immediately print- 
ed in Latin, and in Engliſh, as we 
now have it, and that ſeveral years 
after, an edition in Laiin and Eng- 
liſ was ſurteptitiouſly printed by 
the ſuppoſed management of the 
Puritans, without the clauſe, not- 
withſtanding the Articles were ſtill 
printed by authority with the clauſe; 
I fay, if all this was well known to 
the author of the Confeſſional, what 


can be ſaid for his honeſty ? 
Whenever 
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Whenever this writer has to deal 
with a defender of the Church of 
England, he can be as dextrous as 
poſſible in taking off the force of 
his arguments; but you ſee, if the 
Church is to be loaded with the 
worſt of crimes, he will even ſtep 
out of his way to tell the diſmal 
tale. So dutiful a fon is he to 
mother-church, and ſo well is he 
qualified for reformation, by ſin- 
cerity and candour ? 

Before I give you the poſitive 
proofs of the genuinneſs of this 
diſputed clauſe, I'Il tell you what 
the author of the Confeſſional might 


have faid, had he been ſo diſpoſed, 


provided. he had been ignorant of 
the many authentic editions there 
are of the Articles wherein it is 


found, 


E 
found. He might have urged, 
that the part of the 2oth Article 
here diſputed, (viz. that the church 
hath power to decree? rites and cere- 
monies, and bath authority in contro- 
verſies of faith;) is very agreeable 
to the power of the Church of 
England, and every other church, 
and that in all ages it has been 
claimed and exerciſed, and hence 
it is no wonder if it be found &- 
preſſed in her Articles. 

If the Church believed ſhe had 
10 authority in controverſies of 
Faith; how came ſhe to draw up 
and impoſe ſubſcription to any 
Articles of faith at all? If ſhe 
claim no power to decree rights and 
ceremonies, how came ſhe to draw 


up and impoſe the Canons, and 
| Rubricks 


* 
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Rubricks in the Liturgy? If the 
church had zo power and authority, 
why did the convocations meet and 
exerciſe ſuch power? Could not 
the church of England declare 
againſt the Infallibility of the church 
without quitting all power and au- 
thority ? Can there be no power 
without Infallibility? If ſo, how 
came we by our courts of civil 
Power? The author of the Con- 
feſſional, could have ſaid many 
ſuch things in defence either of this 
clauſe, or of whatſoever elſe he 
wiſhed to find true. But his heart 
was not this way inclined. 

You ſee he appears to lay the 
whole ſtreſs of his proof of this 
forgery, on a ſurmiſe, that Hales 


- could never have wrote in the man- 


ner 


E 
ner he did to Biſbop Laud, if it had 
been authentic. But if after Hales 
wrote that letter to Bp. Laud, his 
Lordſhip had it in his power to 
confront him, and actually did 
confront him, with an authentic 
book of Articles, (nay the very 


original Record) then it muſt be 
manifeſt the confeſſionaliſt's blind 


ſurmiſe falls to the ground; and, 


what is much worſe for him, it 


muſt bring down his honeſty along 


with it; as his ſurmiſe was foun- 

ded on what he knew to be falſe. 
But ſuppoſe Hales had been ig- 
norant of the conteſted clauſe in 
the 20th Article of our Church, 
when he ſaid, the authority of the 
church was none, might not Laud 
have taught him better? The 
learned 


1 
learned author of the confeſſion; 
knows it to be more than probable 
he did tell him of his miſtake.“ 

Fe knows alſo, that Heylin wrote 
the life of A. Bp. Laud, in which 
book may be found this paſſage 
under the year 1638. 

There paſt allo up and down 

a Diſcourſe of Schiſm not printed, 
but tranſmitted from hand to hand 
in written Copies, intended chiefly 
for the encouragement of ſome of 
our great Maſters of Wit and Rea- 
ſon, to deſpiſe the Authority of 
the Church, + which being diſ— 
perſed about this time (1638) gave 
the Archbiſhop occaſion to ſend 
for him (Hales) to Lambeth, in 
hopes 


See P. S, the firſt at the end. 
＋ Said to be for Chillingworth's ule, 


„ 


hopes that he might gain the man, 
whole abilities he was well ac- 
quainted with, when he lived in 
Oxon. An excellent Grecian in 
thoſe days, and one whom Savil 
made great uſe of, in his Greek 
Edition of St. Chry/cſtom's Works. 
About nine of the Clock in the 
Morning he came to know his 


| Grace's pleaſure, who took him 


along with him into his Garden, 
commanding that none of his Ser- 
vants ſhould come to him upon any 
occaſion. There they continued 
in diſcourſe till the Bell rang to 
Prayers, and after Prayers were 
ended, till Dinner was ready, and 
after that too, till the coming in 
of the Lord Conway, and ſome - 


other Perſons of honour, put a ne- 
ceſſity 


( 22 
ceſſity upon ſome of his Servants 
to give him notice how the time 
had paſſed away. So in they came, 
high- coloured, and almoſt panting 
for want of breath; enough to 
ſhew that there had been ſome 
heats between them, not then ful- 
ly cooled. It was my chance to 
be there that day, either to know 
his Grace's pleaſure, or to render 
an account of ſome former com- 
mands, but I know not which; 
and I found Hales very glad to ſee 
me in that place, as being himſelf 
a meer ſtranger to it, and unknown 
'to all. He told me afterwards, 
that he found the Archbiſhop 
(whom he knew before for a nim- 


ble Diſputant) to be as well verſed ' 


in books as buſineſs; That he had 
8 been 


„„ 


been ferretted by him from one 
hole to another, till there was 
none left to afford him any further 
ſhelter; That he was now reſolved 
to be Orthodox, and to declare 
himſelf a true Son of the Church of 
England, both for Doctrine and 
Diſcipline; That to this end he 
had obtained leave to call himſelf 
his Grace's Chaplain, that naming 
him in his public Prayers for his 
Lord and Patron, the greater no- 
tice might be taken of the altera- 
tion. Thus was Ha.es gained unto 
the Church, and gained a good 
preferment in it; promoted not 
long after by the Archbiſhop's 
Commendation to be Prebend of 
Windſor, and to hold the ſame by 

C ſpecial 
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ſpecial diſpenſation, with his place 
in Eaton.” 

Heylin's Cyprianus, p. 362, 


This the impartial author of the 
confeſſional ouglit to have told us, 
which would have been a ſufficient 
aniwer to his uncharitable ſur— 
miſe. 

But I ſhall convince you that 
this iuſt man has read many poſi- 
tive proofs for the authenticity of 
this conteſted clauſe, notwithſtand- 
ing he does not chule to mention 
them, To begin with his favou- 
rite Laud, whoſe life, and hiſtory 
ot his times he ſeems to have long 
made his ſtudy, 


Arch- 
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* 
Archbiſhop Laud in his ſpeech 


delivered in the Star- chamber June 
14, 1637, at the cenſure of Baſt- 


ic, Burton, and Prynn, defends 


himſelf as follows — 

„The fourteenth and the [aft 
Innovation comes with a mighty 
Charge, and 'tis taken out of an 


Epiſtle to the Temporal Lords of His 


Majeſty's Privy Council. Of which 
Epiſtle we got one ſheer, and fo 
(for ought I yet know) that Lu- 
preſſion ſtaid: In that Meet is this 
Charge; the words are, The Pre- 
lates, to juſtifie their Proceedings, 
bave forged a new Article of Reli- 
gion, brought from ROME (which 
gives them full power to alter the 
Doctrine and Diſcipline of our Church 
at a Blow (as they interpret it) and 

G2 have 
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have foiſted (ſuch is their Lan- 


guage) into the beginning of the 
20th Article of our Church, And 
this is in the laſt Edition of our Arti- 
cles, Anno 1628, in affront of his 
Majeſty's Declaration, before them, 
Sc. | = 
The Clauſe (which they ſay 1; 
forged by us) is this, The Church 
(that is, the Biſhops, as they ex- 
pound it) bath Power to Decree 
Rites and Ceremonies, and Authority 
in matters of Faith. (The words 
are Controverſies of Faith, by their 
leave.) This Clauſe (ſay they) is 4 
forgery fit to be Examined, and deeply 
Cenſured in the Star-Chamber. For 
tis not to be found in the Latin 
or Engliſh Articles of Edward VI. 


or Queen Elizabeth, ratified by 
Parlia- 


157 J 

Parliament. And then in the Mar- 
gen thus. F to ferge a Will or 
Writing be cenſurable in the vtar- 
Chamber, which is lut a wrong 10 
a private Man; how much more the 
Forgery of an Article of Religion, 
lo wrong the while Church, and 
overturn Religion, which concerns 
all our Souls ? 

„This is a heavy Charge, my 
Lords; but I thank God the An- 
lwer is ealy, And zruly 1 grant, 
that to Forge an Article of Religion 
in wog or in part, and then to 
thruſt it upon the Church, is a 


moſt heinous Crime, far worſe than 


the Forging of a Deed. And is 
certainly very deeply Cenſurable in 
this Court, And I would have 


humbly beſought you, that a deep 
C 2 Cen- 
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Cenſure might have been laid upon 
it, but that this ſheet was found af. 
ter, and ſo is not annexed to the 
Information, nor in Judgment at this 
preſent before you. But then, my 
Lords, 1 muſt tell you, I hope to 
make it as clear as the Day, that 


this Forgery was not, that this 


Clauſe mentioned was added by 
the Prelates to the Article, to 
gain Power to the Church, and ſo 
lerve our turns; But that, that 
this Clauje in the beginning of the 
Article was by thele Men, or at 
the leaſt by ſome of their Faction, 
raſed out, and this to weaken the 
juſt Power of the Church to ſerve 


their turns. 


« They fay, (to juſtify their 
Charge) that this Clauſe 1s not to 
be 


— 
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0 
be found in the Articles, Engliſh or 
Latin of either Edward VI. or 


Queen Elizabeth. I anſwer : The 


Articles of Edward VI. and thoſe 
made under Queen El:zabeth differ 


| very much. And thoſe of Edward 


VI. are not now hinding. 80 
whether the Clauſe be In or Out of 
thei, *tis not much material. 

But for the Articles of the Church 
of England, made in the Queen's 
time, and now in force, that this 
Clauſe for the Power of the Church 
to Decree Ceremonies, and to have 
Authority in Controverſies of Faith, 
ſhould not be found in Eugliſb or 
Latin Copies till the Year 1628. 
that it was ſet forth with the Kzng's 
Declaration before it, is to me a 
Miracle; but your Lordſhips ſhall 

C4 {ee 
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ſee the Falſhood and Boldneſs of theſe 


Men. What? Is this Affirmative 
Clauſe in no Copy, Engliſh or Latin 
till the Year 1628? Strange: Why, 
my Lords, I have a Copy of the 
Articles in Engliſh of the Year 1612, 
and of the Year 1605, and of the 
Year 1593, and in Latin of the 
Year 1563, which was one of the 
firſt Printed Copies, if not the /f 
of all. For the Articles were 3, 
greed on but the nine and twentieth 
Day of January Anno 1562. And 
in all theſe, this Afirmative Clauſe 
for the Church's Power 1s 1n. 
And is not this ſtrange boldneſs then 
to abuſe the World, and falſely to 
ſay 'tis in no Copy when I myſelf, 
out of my own ſtore am able to 


ſhew 
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3 
ſhew it in ſo many, and fo anci- 
ently. 

* But my Lords, I ſhall make 
it plainer yet: For *tis not fit con- 
cerning an Article of Keligion, and 
an Article of ſuch Consequence for 
the Order, Tru h, and Peace of 
this Church, you ſhould rely upon 
my Copies, be they never lo many 
or never ſo an tent. | herefore I 
lent to the Public Records in my 
Office, and here under my Officer's 
Hand, who is a Public Notary, has 
returned me the 7 wentieth Article 
with this Affirmative Clauſe in it. 
And there is alſo the whole Body 
of the Articles to be ſeen. 

By this your Lordſhips ſee, 
how free the Prelates are from 


forging this part of the Article. 
Now 
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Now let theſe Men quit themſelyes 
and their Faction, as they can, for 
their Index Expurgatorius, and their 
foul Raſure, in leaving out this 
part of the Article. For to leave 
out of an Article is as great a 
Crime as to put in; And a Main 
Raſure is as Cenſurable in this Court 
as a Forgery. 

hy, But then my Lords; what 
is this Myſtery of Iniquity * Truly, 
I cannot certainly tell, but as far 
as I can I'Il tell you. 

The Articles you ſee were fully, 
and fairly agreed to, and ſubſcribed 
in the Year 1563. But after this, 
in the Year 1571, there were ſome 
that refuſed to ſubſcribe, but why 
they did ſo, is not recorded 
Whether it were about this Article 

or 
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or any other I know not. But in 
Fact this is Manifeſt, that in the 
Year 1571, The Articles were 
Printed both in Latin and Engliſh, 
and this Clauſe for the Church leſt 
out of both And certainly this 
could not be done, but by the 
malicious c of that Oppeſite 
Faftion. And though I ſhall ſpare 
dead Men's Names where I have 
not certainty; yet if you be pleaſed 
to look back and conſider who they 
were that Governed buſineſſes in 
1571, and rid the Church almoſt 
at their pleaſure; and how potent 
the Anceſtors of theſe Libellers be- 
gan then to grow, you will think 
it no hard matter to have the Ar- 
ticles Printed, and this Clauſe left 
out, 


« And 
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« And yet 'tis plain, That, after 
the ſtir about Subſcription in the 
Year 1571, the Articles were ſettled 
and ſubſcribed unto at laſt, as in the 
Year 1562, with this Clauſe in them 
for the Church; For looking far- 
ther into the Recoras which are in 
mine own Hands, I have found the 
Bok of 1565, ſublcribed by all the 
Lower Houſe of Convocation, 1n this 
very Year of Contradiction, 1571, 
Dr. John Aylmer, who was after 
Lord Biſhop of London) being their 
Prolocutor : Alexander Newel, Dean 
of St. Pauls, having been Prolocu- 
tor in 1563, and yet living, and 
preſent and ſubſcribing in 1571. 
Therefore, I do here openly in the 
| Star-Chamber Charge upon that 
| pure Set this foul Corruption of fal- 


fiſying 
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ſiſying the Articles of the Church of 
England; let them take it off as 
they can.“ 


H. Wharton's 2d Vol. of the 
Remains of Bp. Laud, p. $2. 


[N. B. The Biſhop printed this 
ſpeech the year he delivered it 
1637, but [I never heard that any 
reply was made, or any attempt to 
clear the pure Sen from the Biſhop's 
charge.] 


The ſubſtance of the Arch- 
biſhop's ſpeech is in Heylin's life of 
him, a book quoted by the author 
of the confeſſional, p. 25. and he 
has made uſe of great part of the 
ſpeech in his preface to the ſecond 
Edition, p. 9. Therefore I may 

venture 
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venture to affirm this defence of the 
conteſted Clauſe was known to him. 

Now I aſk this honeſt Son of the 
Church of England, why he took no 
notice of it? Was it too weak to 
ſupport the Claule? No; it was 
always held by the beſt judges as 
it really is, to be unanſwerable. 
It gave ſuch ſatisfaction, that even 
the Diſſenters at the Savoy Con- 
ference never doubted the truth of 
it. Then why did not the Author 
of the Confeſſional attempt to in- 
validate the force of Laud's defence, 
before he ſo poſitively pronounced 
it juſtly ſuſpected of Forgery ? 
And if he could not anſwer the 
Archbiſhop's proofs, why did he 
ſay the clauſe was not held for au- 


thentic at that time, nor eſteemed 
to 
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to oe of the leaſt authority by the 
moſt learned and judicious Divines 
of thoſe Days ? 

This «unfair management of mat- 
ters in ſuppreſſing evidence lies open 
to very ſeyere animadverſion as you 
will find our author himſelf ac- 
knowledging at the cloſe of this 
long letter, 

But to proceed. The author 
of the Confeſſional tells us, as good 
proof againſt the Clauſe, that there 
were the Latin Articles Printed at 
Gmeva, without the Clauſe, in the 
Year 1612. Was ever any thing 
ſo weak? ſo trifling? Did the 
governors of our Church keep a 
Printing Preſs at Geneva? Or were 
there no printed Copies of the Ar- 


ticles before 1612, though they 
were 
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were agreed upon and ſubſcribed in 
the year 1562? ſtrange indeed! 


Why, he knows that Laud had a 


Copy printed in 1563, ſuppoſed 
to be the firſt that was taken off; 
another in 1593, another 1605, 
and another in the year 1612. But 
what puts it beyond all diſpute, is 
the original Record. Muſt it not 
be miſerable trifling in this au— 
thor, after ſo many old Editions 
with the Clauſe, to ſee him vaunt 
of his own Edition without it; 
when printed? O] fie in the 
year 1636, only one year before 
Laud's ſpeech, and above ſeventy 

years atter the firſt Edition, 
_ Mr. Selden, a man in great re- 
pute when Laud defended the con- 
teſted Clauſe, it is ſaid was employed 
to 
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to look what proofs there were for 
it. The author of the Confeſſional 
acknowledges that © Mr. Selden in- 
deed was no friend to Church-Secrets. 
therefore we will now look at his 
teſtimony, and that too in a book 
known to the author of the Con- 
feſſional, (ſee p. 12. pref. 2d Ed.) 

© There is a Queſtion about 
that Article concerning the Power 
of the Church, whether theſe 
Words (of having Power in Con- 
troverſies of Faith) were not ſtolen. 
In, but *tis moſt certain they were 
in the Book of Articles that was 
confirmed though in ſome Editions 
they were left out.” 
Table Talk p. 22. 
Could a candid Hiſtorian, that 


had this opinion of ſo great a judge 
D of 


1 
of the evidence of the authenticity 
of the Clauſe, ſay, that the Clauſe 
was not held in Selden's days, to be 
of the leaſt authority, whether found 
in Latin or Engliſh copies? 

No man had better opportunities 
to know whether it was authentic 
or not, than Selden; and I ſhall 
ſoon give you my reaſons for ſay- 
Ing lo, (lee p. 50.) 

I cannot forbear. obſerving by 
the way, that Selden ſays it was in 
the book of Articles that was con- 
firmed—— but that it was afterward; 
left out in ſome Editions. Left 
out; by whom? Had it been left 
out by the Biſhops' craft, the Au— 
thor of the Confeſſional could not 
have been ſilent. But its coming 
lo full in the face of his Pure fore- 

fathers, 
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fathers, even by Selden's own con- 
feſſion, is too cutting. It muſt 
not be ſo much as hinted, that it 
ever entered into the heart of man, 
that the Puritans pu; it out; but on 
the contrary roundly afferted, that 
it was held for no authority, and 
therefore, a forgery to pit iu. 
There is another Witnets for the 
authenticity of this Clauſe, well 
known to the author of the Confe/- 
final: He calls him honeſt old 
Rogers. This Rogers was the firſt 
D 2 who 


* As our Author has much to ſay in favour of 
R:gers's book on the 39 Articles, it may be worth 
your notice to hear a little of it; and more you may 
lee in p. 234. 

© Ropers has greatly the advantage of all that come 
* after him, in point of authority, His book was de- 
* dicated to Archbiſhop Bancreft, whoſe chaplain he 
was; and bears in the front of it a teſtimony, that 
it was peruſed by lawful authority of the church of 
* England, allowed to be printed,” 


— 
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who wrote upon the 39 Articles. 
The firſt edition of his book is ſaid 
to have come out in the year 1579, 
It has a preface or is dedicated to 
the Archbiſhop of Canterbury 1667, 
In the Preface Rogers gives this 
teſtimony. 


© Laſt of all, His Majeſty calleth 
* for Subſcription unto Articles of 
Religion, but they are not either 
* Articles of his own, lately devil- 
ed, or the old newly furbiſhed 
* up; but the very Articles agreed 
* upon by the Archbiſhops, and 
* Biſhops of both Provinces, and the 
* whole Clergy in the Convocation 
* holden at London and that in the 


year of our Lord God 1561, and 


* unto none other; even the ſame 


* Articles, for number Thirty-nine, 
no 


r mm 
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no more, no fewer; and for 
* words, ſyllables, and letters, the 
very ſame, unaugmented, undi- 
* miniſhed, unaltered. No. 28. 
This is good Evidence — This 
is honeſt old Rogers. Had the honeſt 
old man been a Prophet, and fore- 
ſeen the day, that a degenerate Son 
ſhould ariſe in the Church, and 
attempt to prove a forgery in one 
of the Articles, he could not poſſibly 
have worded his Evidence ſtronger. 
Tell me, is it poſſible (to uſe 
the words of the Author of the 
Confeſſional) that this honeſt old 
Ropers ſhould ſay this to ſuch a man 
as Bancroft, Archbiſhop of Canter- 
bury, if he could have been con- 
futed by any authentic book of 
Articles? Nay 1s it poſſible that 
D 3 he 
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he ſhould ſo emphatically word it, 


and give the Article with the con- 
teſted Clauſe juſt as we this day 
have it, and no one of that Pure 
Set be honeſt enough to expoſe 
him?—— Was there no Cartwright, 
no Martin Mar Prelate then alive, 
to make it the ſubject of a ſlande- 
rous Cofeſſional? Shall ſuch a notable 
book, even the firſt commentary on 


the Articles come out, in the very 


heat of contention between the 


Church and Puritans (a book that 
provoked them to ſpeak out, as it 
warmly condemns them) and ſhall 
this book, I ſay, keep its reputa- 
tion for ſo many years, if the con- 
teſted clauſe was not then held for 
genuine? Impoſſible 
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If Rogers had known it had ever 
been conteſted, how happens it, 
that he takes no notice of ſo extra- 
ordinary a fact, and makes no at- 

tempts to defend it? 

Can the ſubtle Confeſſionalit, 
account for this? Dr. Bennet alſo 
wrote an Eſſay on the 39 Articles, 
(often mentioned in the Confeſlional) 
in which the conteſted clauſe of the 
20th Article 1s demonſtrated to be 
genuine. There is a Prefatory 
Epiſtle to Anthony Collins, Eſq; 
wherein the egregious Falſhoods 
and Calumnies of the Author of 


Prieftcraft in Perfection are expoſed. 
The Author of Prieſtcraft in Per- 
| fefion did not put his name to his 
ſcandalous Libel; but was ſuppoſed 
to be ſo wretched a lot Churchman, 
D 4 of = 
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* as to diſpute all the Articles of 
the Chriftian Faith; to be a per- 
fect Factor for Atheiſm itſelf; 
and to run up and down vending 
Objections, that were none of his 
* own, againſt the very being of 
God. | 

Vindication of the Church of 

England, p. 132. 


The deſign of the Author of 
Prieſtcraft in Perfection, was to 
prove the conteſted Clauſe in the 
20th Article to be a forgery. The 
Prefatory Epiſtle by Dr. Bennet to 
A. Collins is ſo very ſtriking, and 
ſo applicable to the Author of the 
Confeſſional, that J am perſuaded 
his malice againſt the Church of 


England 1s as great as ever rankled 
in 
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in the heart of any Deiſt; other- 
wiſe he could not poſſibly have 
read that Epiſtle and Book, and 
afterwards have entertained the leaſt 
doubt of the aulberity of the conteſ- 
ted Clauſe, but on the contrary, 
have had every reaſon to charge 
the enemies of the Church of Eng- 
land with leaving it out. 


Mr. Bedford likewiſe wrote an 
anſwer to Prieftcraft in Perfection, 
printed in 1710, called A Vindi- 
cation of the Church of England, 
&c. But I do not find it mentioned 
in the Confeſſional. However as 
the book is very common, and 
mentioned by Szrype and Bennet, I 
have no doubt but the Author of 
the Confoſſional has ſeen it. Mr. 
Collier alſo in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſ- 

tory, 
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tory, (a book very well known,) 
takes a large account from it, in 
proof of the authority of the dil- 
puted Clauſe. | 


At the end of the Preface to Mr. 
Bedford's book, 1s this Advertile- 
ment For the farther Satisfaction 
* of all Inquirers, there ſhall be left 
in Mr. HVilkin's Hands, three dit- 
* ferent Engliſh Editions of the 
Articles printed by R. Jugge and 
J. Catoood, in the Year 1571, all 
containing the conteſted Clauſe 
in the 20th Article.” 


Do you imagine the Author of 
the Confeſſional will combat theſe 
with his Geneva Edition of 1612, or 
with that which is now before him 


of 1636? 
Strype's 


1 


Strype's life of Archbiſhop Par- 
ker is another common book, and 
one with which the Author of the 
Confeſſional is very well acquainled. 


Twill therefore give you part of 


what he ſays in defence of this 
Clauſe, from p. 320. That firit 
« Synod of 1562, in all probability 
* framed the Twentieth Article 
* with that Addition of the Churches 
Power of decreeing Rites, and Cere- 
© monies, and Authority, &c. (it not 
© being in Edward the 6th Arti- 
cles) as we have it now; as is 
evident from Two Latin Copies 
*of the 39 Articles, printed by 
* Reynold Wolf, 1563, ſoon after 
the Concluſion of that Synod : 
both which have it. One is ſtill 
* extant in the Bodleian Library, at 

* Oxford 
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Oxford, among Mr. Selder'; 
Books; with this Remark, that 
* as it was printed it was read over 
in the Synod of 1571, and alloy- 
ed and confirmed by the Subſcrip- 
tion of above an Hundred Names 
* of the Lower Houſe, And 2 
* mong theſe, are the Names of 
* John Elmar, Archdeacon of Lin. 
© coln, and Prolocutor; and Alexan- 
der Nowell, Dean of Paul's, Pro- 
* Iocutor in the laſt Synod, Which 
* original Subſcriptions in a long 
Roll, are tacked to that printed 
* Book, and remain in the ſame 
Library; being found in Arch- 
* biſhop Laud's Library, from 
* whence Mr, Selden immediately 
had it. 

* And 


1 

And beſide the Two former in 
© Latin, there were ſeveral Engliſb 
Editions of this Book of Articles 
with the Clauſe, printed by Jugge 
and Cawood, in this ſame year 
1571, as was ſhewn before. 

* So that at length an Edition 
that appeared abroad in the ſame 
year, printed by John Day, wan- 
ting the Clauſe, hath been judged 
(and that upon good Grounds) 
to be ſpurious: and the Raſure 
* of the Churches Power and Autho- 
' rity, to be owing to the Intereſt 
*and Cunning of a Faction, that 
then prevailed much, and had not 
* a few Favourers at Court.“ 

Allthis Evidence, and very much 
more, for the Authority of this 


Clauſe, is undoubtedly well known 
to 
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E 
to the Author of the Confeſſional, 
It is alſo impoſſible to doubt his 
knowing that it was left out by the 
Puritans, notwithitanding he takes 
no notice of it, and in ſpite of al] 
faith in hiſtory, attempts to fhitt 
the villainy from the guilty Puri- 
tans, and lay it on the innocent 
church Party. And if ſuch Evi- 
dence as I have produced, (though 
there is much more in the Authors 
I have taken it from) will not con- 
yince him, will he be convinced if 
Archbiſhop Parker and the reſt of 
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1 the Convocation who drew up, ot 
5 new modelled the Articles, were to 
Wl riſe from the dead, and write a 


volume twice as big as the Confeſ- 


fional in ſupport of it ? 
1 if 


1al, 
his 
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If the Author of the Confeſſional 
be (as ſome ſay he 1s) a Clergy-man, 
and the Ad - of (-a, this 
ſpeciman of his candour and good- 
will towards the Churchof England, 
will, I do not doubt, lay open to 
you ſuch an inſtance of Prieſtcraft 
in Perfection, as is not to be Para- 
lelled by any writer againſt che 
Church of England in our time, 
and in ſaying this, I do not except 
the Jeſuitiſm even of the Jeſuits. 

He is very free in laſhing the 
characters of other Authors, let 
their works be ever ſo deſerving of 
praiſe, on account of the Service 
they have done the Church of Eng- 
land: For that Service appears to 
be what ſtings him. He ſeems 


allo to have laboured for many 
years 
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years to bring into contempt, the 
Church in which he officiates, and 
the Church he ſolemnly promiſed 
to ſupport. From this diſpoſition 
to find fault, we are not to wonder 
if we find nothing in the Confeſſional 
in favour of the Doctrine and Dil- 
cipline of our Church, nor of her 
moſt worthy Divines, more than 
may be found in the moſt invete. 
rate Diſſenters and Deiſts, who 
have wrote againſt her. In ſhort, 
14 to me, his book from the Preface, 
11 to the concluding Card to Mr. 
mo Jones, carries with it the face of a 

| Libel. But I ſhall trouble you no 
vl further at preſent with my remarks 
iff upon him, and only , obſerve to 
| 1 you, that whenever you read his 


14 book, never truſt him; and if any 
1 aſk 


the 
and 
iſed 
tion 


ider 
onal 
Dil- 
her 
han 
ete. 
Who 
ort, 
ace, 
Mr. 
of a 
1 n0 
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> t0 
his 
any 
aſk 
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aſk you for his character (as he has 
not put his name to it) you will do 
him no injury, if you give him 
ſuch a one as he gives to a much 
honeſter man, Peter Heylin, whom 
he calls © the Profligate Firebrand 
of the Laudean age, a man loſt 
to all ſenſe of truth and modeſty, 
* whenever the intereſt or claims of 
the church come in queſtion.? 
Page 165, 285, 326, 
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' POSTSCRIPT FIRST. 


For the better underſtanding of 
what Hales intended by the 
words quoted by the Author 
of the Confeſſional, (ſeep. 6.) 
I ſhall here add what follows, 


ALES in his Tract concern- 

ing Schiſm and Schiſmaticks. 
endeavours to make Hereſy and 
* Schiſm, as they are in common 
© uſe (to be no more than) two 
© Theological Scare Crows, with 
* which they who uphold a Party 


In 


a 


23 


in Religion uſe to fright away 
* ſuch, as making inquiry into it, 
* are ready to relinquiſh and op- 
© pole, if it appear either erroneous 
or ſuſpicious, 


He tells you * the firſt notable 
© Schiſm we read of in the Church, 
was about, what time we ſhould 
begin to keep Ealter.._. This 
matter, (he ſays) tho* moſt un- 
"neceſſary, moſt vain, yet cauſed 
*as great a Combuſtion as ever 
ewas in the Church; the Weſt ſe- 
parating and refufing Communion 
with the Eaſt for many years to- 
* gether. In this fantaſtical Hur- 
* ry, I cannot ſee but all the World 
* were Schiſmaticks; neither can 
any thing excuſe them from that 
* Imputation, excepting only this, 

E 2 © that 


* 
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* that we charitably ſuppoſe that 
all parties out of Conſcience did 
* what they did. A thing which 
© befel them thro? the Ignorance of 
© their Guides, (for I will not ſay 
© their Malice) and that thro? the 
* juſt Judgment of God, becaule 
* thro* Sloth and blind Obedience 
Men examined not the things 
* which they were taught, but like 
* Bealts of Burden patiently couch'd 
* down, and indifferently under- 
* went whatſoever their Superiors 
laid upon them. By the way, 
by this you may plainly ſee the 
Danger of our Appeal unto An- 
* tiquity, for Reſolution in contro- 
* verted Points of Faith, and how 
* ſmall Relief we are to expect from 


© thence: For it the Diſcretion of 
the 


that 
did 


nch 
e ol 
ſay 
the 
auſe 
-nCe 
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like 
ch'd 
der- 
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vay, 
the 
An- 
tro- 
how 
rom 
n of 
the 
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© the chiefeſt Guides and Directors 
© of the Church, did in a Point fo 
trivial, ſo inconſiderable, ſo main- 


ey fail them, as not to ſee the 
Truth in a Subject, wherein it is 


| © thegreateſt marvel how they could 


*avoid the Sight of it; Can we, 
* without imputation of extreme 
Groſſneſs and Folly, think ſo poor 
ſpirited Perſons competent Judges 
' of the Queſtions now on foot be- 
*twixt the Churches? Pardon me, 
I know not what Temptation drew 
* that Note from me. 


You ſee the Principal deſign 
Hales had here in view, was to de- 
prive the Ancient Fathers of the 
Church, of that Authority they had 
in the Church of Rome, as well as 
with ſome others. He tells you 

E 3 how 
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how miſerably they blundered, in 


a very plain matter of fact, where- 
in he was ſurpriſed that any one could 


miſtake: He tells you the ancient 


Fathers would brand their adver- 
ſaries with the odious names of 
Herelicks and Schiſmaticks upon very 
unjuſt grounds; therefore, there 
was no need of appealing to them 
to determine our Controverſies of 
Faith, ſince their Authority was ſo 
little worth. 

| Nevertheleſs it appears very evi- 
dent to me, from reading Hales's 


Tract on Schiſin, and his Letter to 


Laud which it occaſioned, that 
Hales had not the leaſt intention in 
either tract to diſpute the Ancient 
or any National Church the Power 
of Decrecing Rites or Ceremonies, or 

having 


E } 


having authority in Controverſies of 
Faith. Hales knew his own, and 
every Church always claimed and 
exerciſed ſuch Power. And in the 
very page, from which the author 
of the Confeſſional brings his quo- 
tation to brand his Church with 
foiſting in this conteſted Clauſe, 
Hales expreſſes himſelf in theſe 
words; 

* Whereas inone point, ſpeaking 
of church authority, I bluntly 
added, (which is none;) I muſt 
acknowledge it was uncautiouſly 
ſpoken; and being taken in the 
' renerality is falſe; tho? as it refers 
to the occaſion which there I fall 
upon, *tis (as I think may ſafely 
' fay)-moſt true. For Church-autho- 
* rity, that is, authority reſiding in 

E 4. © eccleſi- 
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* eccleſiaſtical perſons, is either of 
© 7uriſaiftion in Church cauſes, and 
* matter of falt; or of deciſion, in 
© point of church queſtions, and di/- 
© 2utable opinions. As for the 
* firſt; in church cauſes or matter 
© of fad, eccleſiaſtical perſons in 
© caſes of their cognizance have the 
© ſame authority as any others have, 
© to whom power of juriſdiction is 
© committed, Their con/ifories, 
© their courts, their determimations, 
© ſtand upon as warrantable eyi- 
* dence, as the deciſions of other 
© benches and courts do. 
Then immediately follows 
J count in point of deciſion of 
© church queſtions, if I ſay of the 
* authority of the church, that it was 
* yone; I know no adverſary that 
© have, 


BM 


© have, the church of Rome only 
© excepted. For this cannot be true, 
except we make the church judge 
* of - controverſies; the contrary to 
which, we generally main/ain a- 
gainſt that church. Now it plain- 
{ly appears, that upon this occa- 
ſion I ſpeak it; For, beginning 
to ſpeak of Schiſm ariſing by rea- 
(fon of ambiguous opinions, 1 
brought in nakedly thoſe words 
which gave occaſion of offence ; 
which if I had ſpoken with due 
© qualification, I had not erred at 
fall, 

After a few lines he adds. 
© Whether dominion in Civilibus, 
© or in Sacris be 7:55 &c, or comes 
in by divine right, it concerns 
* them to look to, who have domi- 

* nion 
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nion committed to them. To 
© others, whoſe duty it is to obey, 
(and to myſelf above all, who am 
© beſt contented to live and die a 
poor and private man,) it is a 


ſpeculation merely uſeleſs. Our 


Saviour queſtions not Herod's or 
* Auguſius's title; and confeſſed 
© that Pilate had his power from 
above; which yet we know came 
* but by delegation from Tiberius 


Cæſar. Let titles of honour and 


* dominion, go as the providence 
* of God will haye; yet quiet and 
* peaceable men will not fail of obe- 
* dience, No more will I, or 
* ought: ſo be God and good con- 
* ſcience command not the contrary. 
A higher degree of duty, I do 

* not 
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not ſee how any man can demand 
© at my hands. 

Thus much of Haless ſtudied 
ſentiments of the matter, when put 
to his purgation. The author of 
the Confeſſional ſays, © Laud, of- 
fended at the freedoms Hales had 
{taken with church- authority and 
tradition, in his tract concerning 
* $chiſm, put the honeſt man to his 
* purgation, which he underwent 
* with a degree of courage, decen- 
ty, and good ſenſe, that would 
have done him honour, had he 
left nothing behind him but that 
* ſingle letter to Laud, p. 367. 

It may be ſo. And if you take 
into the account what paſſed be- 
tween Hales and Laud after Hales 
had wrote his letter to him; if you 

conſider 
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conſider how much Hales ſuffered 
afterwards from the enemies of the 
Church, and how true a Son he 
was found in the day of trial, you 
cannot forbear thinking the author 
of the Confeſſional muſt have a 
rooted averſion to the power of his 
Church, before he could prevail 
with himſelf to urge ſuch flimſy 
and inconcluſive arguments againſt 
It, | 


SECOND 


11 


|| 


SECOND POSTSCRIPT. 


FTER Þ had made the above 

remarks on the Confeſſional, 
| procured Dr. Ridley's Three 
Letters in anſwer to it. From the 
third letter, I find the author of 
the Confeſſional had been fully in- 
formed of his miſtake, with regard 
to the firſt part of the 2oth Article, 
and his alledgements againſt its 
authenticity as fully refuted, And 
I muſt own the bad opinion I had 


of the honeſty of this gleaner and 
diſperſer 


1 

diſperſer of church calumny, was 
greatly confirmed by reading theſ: 
letters; which in my opinion area 
full and ſufficient anſwer to every 
thing worth notice in his book; 
and ſuch a one as ſhould make him 
heartily aſhamed of laying before 
the world fthe malignant and un- 
charitable effuſions which occaſion- 
ed it. 

Theſe letters were publiſhed in 
1768, and by them I find the Con. 
feſſional had then gone through 
two editions, However, notwith- 
ſtanding the authenticity of the 
firſt - part of the 2oth Article is 
fully proved in the above-named 
letter, p. 122, &c. the ſame ſcan- 
dalous charge is ſtill kept up in a 
third edition, publiſhed in 1770, 

without 


1 

without the leaſt intimation to the 
reader, that its account of the 
matter had been controverted. He 
knew however of theſe letters, and 
mentions them in the note, p. 4. 
Nay it is believed he has wrote 
againſt ſome parts of them, Never- 
theleſs, he ſtill publiſhes the accu- 
ation, though it 1s too groſs for 
any author ſurely to maintain, ex- 
cept the author of the Confeſ- 
tional, | 

In p. 123, of the ſaid third let- 
ter, the author ſays, * Mr. Hales, 
in this treatiſe of ſchiſm, printed 
© about 1636, ſpeaking of church 
© authority, faith it 7s none. And 
being blamed for this and other 
things in that treatiſe, he blames 


* himſelf in a letter to Archbiſhop 
Laud 
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* Laud for ſaying in ſuch general 
terms that it was none; but adds, 
that, if in point of deciſions of 
© church queſtions he ſaid it was none, 
che knew no adverſary that he had, 
© the church of Rome only excepted. 
On this you aſk, Could Hales have 
© ſaid this, and to ſuch à man as 
© Laud, if he might have been con- 
6 fronted with an authentic book of 
© articles? Confeſs. p. 229. Note. 
But whether a man, ſo imerſed 

© in deeper ſtudies, was acquainted 
« with the different editions of the 
articles or not, he certainly might 
© have been confronted by an au- 
« thentic book of articles, which had 
© the clauſe; Wolf's Latin edition 
of them printed by the Queen's 
* authority, in 1563, immediately 
© after 
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after they had paſſed in convo- 
cation. He might have known 
* alſo, that the clauſe was in many 
* of the printed books of the ar- 
© ticles then in uſe; for there were 
f ſeveral editions of the Engliſh 
articles, with the clauſe, printed 
within little more than forty years 
before the tract on ſchiſm was 
* written, as in 1593, 1605, 1612, 
*1628, and many before. 

So that you may ſee, or if you 
will not, your reader may, how 
ſmall a matter ſtands for al- 
* moſs a demonſtration, or, as you 
* have ſoftened it in your ſecond 
edition, @ very ſtrong preſumption, 
witch you, when you pleaſe. 
* Another, at -moſt, would only 


have concluded, that Hales had 
F © not 
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c not ſeen a copy, in which the 
* clauſe about the church's au- 
* thority was in the 20th article; or 
© did not believe ſuch article to be 
* true one. But it might, notwith- 
* ſtanding, be held for authentic 
by the generality; and to ſay, 


© that probably the clauſe was not 


© in any of the printed books then 


in uſe (in 1636) is the wildeſt 


* extravagance of ſcepticiſm. 

The letter writer proceeds for 
ſeveral pages to defend the diſ- 
puted part of the article; and has 
defended it ſo well, that the au- 
thor of the Confeſſional has found 
it much eaſier to reprint the fal- 
ſity, than to ſay any thing againſt 
the refutation. 

But 


1 


| But that I may throw a little 
| more light on his character as a 
fair writer, I will ſatisfy you from 
his own pen, that he is not igno- 
rant of ſeveral of the good qualities 
which an author ought to poſſeſs, 
and that he alſo can after all this de- 
tection, prevail upon his modeſty, 
to ſuffer himſelf to lay a public 
claim to them. He ſays 

© I have not willingly and know- 
'ingly miſrepreſented any thing, 
ein ſtating the ſeveral caſes that 
have come under conſideration. 
have cited authorities fairly and 
candidly, and have not, to my 
knowledge, ſuppreſſed any thing 
that might ſhew them to advan- 
tage. But if any one ſhould 


* ' think there is a partial bias in 
; *. © 2 * the 


1 


the reflexions I have occaſionally 
© made upon particular paſſages, I 
© will readily give them up, upon 
* competent proof of ſuch obli- 
* quity, and abide by the conclu- 
© fions which any man of common 
© honeſty and common ſenſe ſhall 
* think fit to draw from this per- 
* plexity of writers, who, on o- 
© ther occaſions, acquit themſelves 
* with ſufficient clearneſs and con- 
* ſiſtency. 
Confeſs. p. 234. 
Fairly and boldly put, it muſt 


be owned; but are you not a. 
ſtoniſhed at its effrontery? For the 


author to ſay this in his third 


edition of the Confeſſional, after 


being ſo ſhamefully detected in 


falſe 
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falſe colouring, is certainly worſe 
than Canting. But without uſing 
compariſons to ſay what the author 
is, let us do it poſitively at once, 
and aſſert him to be, as before, 
A man loſt to all ſenſe both of truth 
and modeſty, whenever the intereſt 
' or claims of the church come in 
© queſtion, 
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